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Current T opics. 
The Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 

From a notice which we print elsewhere it will be seen that 
South Australian Government 54 per cent. Inscribed Stock 
(1922-1927) has been added to the investments authorized 
by the Trustee Act, 1893, subject to the restrictions imposed 
by section 2 (2) of that Act 


Labour Saving in Solicitors’ Offices. 

WE PRINTED recently (ante, p. 282) information as to official 
searches in the Middlesex Deeds Registry, which, we under 
stand, has had useful results We are glad, therefore, to call 
attention to the further memorandum as to memorials which 
we have received from the Registrar, and which we print 
elsewhere. It is, of course, a great advantage to diminish, 
especially at the present time, the merely clerical and routine 
work incident to the carrying on of legal business. 


Reprisals, 

THe peEBATE in the House of Lords on Wednesday on 
the air raid carried out at Freiburg by British forces, in which 
women were killed, has shewn how general is the feeling of 
protest to which we gave expression a fortnight ago (ante, 
p. 410) Naturally an official defence was put forward, but it 
appears to have carried no weight, and the letter of Sir 
Epwarpb CLarkE to the 7imes, which we print elsewhere, puts 
clearly the view which must be held if this country 1s to carry 
on the war in conformity with recognized principles of 
humanity and the ideals for which we are fighting 


The -Excess Profits and Munition Duties. 

THE Most important change from the legal point of view 
proposed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in his Budget 
speech is the merger of the munitions levy in the case of con- 
trolled establishments in the excess profits duty. The muni- 
tions levy was imposed first in order of time, the Munitions of 
War Act, 1915, being passed on 2nd July, 1915. The 
excess profits tax was imposed by the Finance (No. 2) Act, 
1915, which was passed on 23rd December, 1915. At first it 
does not seem to have been clear whether the two duties were 
to be both charged on controlled establishments, but it was 
settled that they were both chargeable, though by section 48 of 
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which each new explanation of the War Office makes the whol 
matter increasingly unintelligible and perverse. 





Estate Duty and Quick Successions. 

WE PRINTED recently a letter from ‘‘ SUBSCRIBER ’”’ (anf 
Dp 397), raising the question as to whether the provisions 
the Fi e Act, 1914, with respect to quick succession 
t he ‘ f i busines ipplied to the share of a decea 
partner which inder the partners] ip agreement, was t 
purchased by the surviving partners The Estate Duty Off 
had held that the share was not an interest in the busine 
but had hecome a debt from the surviving partners, and 
not within section 15 of the Act. We pointed out that this 


might be based on the ctrine of conversion, and we refe1 


to Aft ey-Gener vy. Brunning (8 HL. L. C. 243) as an aut 
rity for it. Wedo not know that we can add anything to tl 
from the legal side, and our correspondent can judge whet! 
the official view is one that ought to be accepted B 
ulthough the discussions on the Act while it was in Par] 
ment cannot be used to assist in its legal interpretation, 
have referred to the debate on 15th July, 1914, when t 
claim dealing with quick succession was introduced by M 
Liroyp Grorce, then Chancellor of the Exchequer (Hansa 
Vol. 64. 5th Serie pp. 1946 ef seq.). Objection v 
taken that there was no principle in exempting land 
ness¢ nd not personal roperty cenerally. He a 
mitted this, but said the partial exemption would cost o1 
156,000 a year. while the extension to everv class of pl 
pert would brine it up to £624,000 a year The figu 
eem paltry compared to Exchequer figures now, but M 
Luoyp Grore! id he could not afford more just then, ar 
the relief has, of course, not been extended sines If, h 
ever, al principle w oncerned, it was apparently t 
land and businesses were not so readily realizable as ot] 
classes of property There is,’’ said Mr. Lioyp Geror 


no comparison. after all, between the man who leave 


n stocks and shares and the man the whole of wh 
are locked up in a business.’’ This, again, is a lit 
t of date now, for stocks and shares are not the m« 
re Zable of things, except at a loss But the princip! 
Id in fact, differentiate between a partnership cont 
ine uch and the proceeds of a hare contracted t« 
d, exactly as the Estate Duty Office appears to do 
the latter case the deceased partner is to have his money 
nd his estate does not appear to be entitled to the benef 


of section 15 as that clause was explained to Parliament 


Declarations of Alienage. 


THE POINT already decided in the case of alien enemies | 
Re Freyherger (ante, p. 367) has now been the subject 
licial pronouncement in the case of alien neutrals as w 
echt v. Taylor (Times, 2nd inst.). Section 14 (1) of t] 
British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 1914, per 
person born in England of alien parentage, in such cir 
tances that he is both a British and a foreign subject. b 
nat , iws of the two respective countries, to elect 
nationality at any time after attaining the age 
twent ne But, until he does so, he remains a British 
t; nor is the effect of the declaration retrospective; he 
British subject until he executes the declaration, and therefore 
» | ymes expatriated as from that date Again, the de 
t be in the statutory form Now in Freyherqer’ 

) an Austrian subject, born in England, and therefors 
British-born subject as well, had executed a declaratio1 
ilienage during the war; it was held that such a declarat 
imounted to an ‘‘ adherence to the enemy,’’ and as such 
ime of war wholly void In Vecht v. Taylor, a Briti 

rn man of Dutch parentage, and by Dutch law of tl 
onality, registered himself as a Dutch subject under t! 
National Kegistration Act, 1915: he was twenty-one years 


ige, and entitled to make a declaration of alienage, an 
doubt intended his registration to be such, but, of course, suc! 
1 declaration is not in the statutery form, and therefore 


t I then became statutory const ript by virtue of t] 
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Military Service Act, 1916, and on learning his position 
executed a proper declaration in due form. He was, neverthe- 
less, convicted as an absentee from military service, and on a 
case stated the Divisional Court upheld the 
magisterial decision. 


correctness of the 
As a matter of fact, the defen lant wa 
immoned on 8th November, 1916, and his « 
until 15th November; he made his forma 

interval on 9th November, so that the ofl 
bsentee had been committed prior to the 


liourned 


1 
he 
il 


obviously, whatever view one takes of the effect 
mn on the status of Vecut, he could be pr 

in absentee on 15th November But 

eems clear that VEcuT’s sub quent 


oes not release him from liability to 


‘rson who has enlisted in the Britis] 

iarge by becoming naturalized in some 

inge of nationality and of all é 
iability arising out of his attestation oat! And, it seems 
the statutory enlistment, which by a legal! fiction is created by 
Act of Parliament, in the case of conscripts carries with it 
the legal consequences Of a volunt iry enlistment 


Trees Damage Feasant. 


A pornt of law on which very 1uthority exists came 
before a Divisional Court composed of two judges in Bruce \ 
Caulfield (Times, 2nd inst.). A pollarded poplar tree in the 
defendant’s garden had been blown down in a heavy ale and 
had fallen on the plaintiff’s premises, doing dam: 
In the previous January another tree of the same ag 
in the defendant 


and cl 
garden had been blown down over 
p uintiff’s garden, so there was evidence of scienter, 7.€., know 
ledge on the part of the defendant that a tree of the kind w 
top-heavy and therefore a dangerou g The case came 
fae 


i ~ rat the 
that 


before a county court judge, 
tree, in its pollarded state, 
defendant had noti ot 


the tree at the time and that 


in omitting to take any precautior ibilit 


disaster should it fal He negatived th act of God. 


ind he held that the defendant was in fact occupier of 1 


land, although her tenancy had expired three days before the 


ia 
I 


m shap, since she had held over and 


remained there 


temporarily rent free by licence of the owner 


On appeal to 
t} 


Divisional Court the judges differed, which is not surpri 
ng, as there is very little gurdance to be found on such a point 
in any of the decided cases, and the grounds of principle in 
volved are far from clear RipLey, J., took the view that 
here was no evidence of negligence on the part of 
lant. Knowledge that similar trees are dangerous is not evidence 
of knowledge that a particular tree is dang 


the defen 


erous, any more 


than knowledge that a fellow puppy of the same litter has 


bitten strangers is evidence of sciente in the case of a dog 


Avory, J., thought that, if he were trving the case 


as a judge 


first instance, he also would find for the defendant, but he 


uld not say that there was no evident 


of negligence, and 
refore he could not overru 


et The Appe ul Judges 


that the decision 


the county court judge’s finding 
being thus divided, the prope 

f the county court judge should 
nd Ripiey, J., although senior judge, withdrew hi 
nt in order that this might. happen Leave to appeal 
n, and, while it may not be prudent for the p irties to 
money on litigation where the stake is so small. meré 
‘to get a trouble 1t ol iv decided, one would 
» to see it go to tl urt of Appe A Divisiona 

ion, the judges “Ing equally divided, is, of course, 

t binding decision at all, and the opinion of the county 


1uthority 


ourt judge is at present our only on the matter 


Liability for Dangerous Property. 


fe feasant In the first pla e, 
premises allows his property to fall into 


Now THERE are three possible 
lamas upier of 
| condition that 
it inevitably disturbs his neighbour in the enjoyment of his 








} 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 439 








of the offending land, 
neighbour’s property, 
lable in tort 
e€ case, 
elbouring 
their leaves 
D. 5) It is 
;, of 
And 


ame 


ind not 
Iwence 
however, 
Premise 
Injures 
Llers the 
0) clearly 
irtificia water, a 
{ keep it there at 
first cast ot 
God, may be 
Lp of 
juent damage 
negligence, but 
namely, 
an only appl 
1 on to one 


peril there 


fifth 
Act, 
com 


L916 


eption 
OMmis- 
health), 
Acts, 
litary age 
cheduled 
from the 
coming 
defined 


Now, 








440 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





May §, 1917 











these words ‘‘ for the time being’’ If 
when the first and second Acts (affect- 


what is meant by 
they refer to the dates 
red men respectively) were respectively 


} 


ing single and mart ; 

passed then a man excepted at these date does not lose 
his protection by subsequently ceasing to be within one of 
the exception Lf wever, they mean “‘ at any time during 
the war, is distinct from ‘‘ at the date of this Act, 
then such an ex-officer comes within the Act thirty days after 
he loses his commissior Captain Fraser, in fact, held a 


commission from November, 1914, to 5th November, 1916, 


and then on resigning his commission, after service at the 
front, received a ca up notice fo! 5th December, 1916. The 
Divisional Court took the latter view, so that the notice was in 
order, and the defendant was duly liable to serve. The 
hard hip of such a case is obvious when it is remembered that 
an officer can be deprived of his commission without a trial or 
hearing by the Army Council on report of his commanding 
officer forwarded through various superior authorities who 
approve it as a matter of finality The practical result is 
that an officer of military age can be reduced to the ranks 


without a trial, and without alleging any offence, a hardship 
from which the Army Act expressly protects the first-class 
warrant officer 
Salvation in Numbers. 

ide of the big bat 
that taken by the 


Justices in deciding the question of fact 


NAPOLEON SAID that Heaven is on the 
talions. This view would 
Somerton Bench of 
a group of persons permanently united for 
worship is a within the 
he First Schedule to the Military Service Act of 


appe ar to be 


whether or not 


religiou 


religious denomination ”’ 
meaning of the 
1916, which prot from liability the 
such a denomination This finding of fact, when there is 


cannot be disturbed on case stated by 


regular minister ’’ of 
some 
evidence to upport it 
the High Court 

Kick v. Donne (7 


Court Kick was a grocer and baker in Somersetshire, 
local church formed 


id therefore the appeal of the defendant in 
, 25th ult.) was dismissed by a Divisional 
who 


The Power of the Board of Trade 
to avoid Patents Belonging to 
Alien Enemies. 


In two recent cases questions arose as to the section of the 
Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks (Temporary Rules) Act, 
1914, as amended by the subsequent amendment Act of the 
same year, which enables the Board of Trade ‘‘ to make rules 
and do such things as they think expedient for avoiding o1 
suspending, in whole or in part, any patent or licence the 
person entitled to the benefit of which is the subject of any 
State at war with His Majesty.’’ The Board is also enab| 

to grant a licence to use the invention covered by any patent 
so liable to avoidance or suspension. In the cases under notice 
it was alleged that the Board in acting under the above section 
had exceeded, or was about to exceed, its jurisdiction. The 
facts in the first case—British Association of Glass Bottlers 
(Limited) v. Forster & Sons (Limited) (befere SARGANT, J 

ante, p. 218; in C. A p. 430) were somewhat compli 
cated, but the following statement is sufficient for present 


purposes. 


. ante, 


Some patents, including three British patents, had been 
taken out in respect of an American invention for manu- 
facturing glass bottles. A German company had purchased 
the invention and patents over a territory which included the 
whole of Europe. The purchase money was payable by instal 
ments, the last instalment being payable on lst March, 1917 
after the commencement of the action. The German company 
in 1907 entered into an agreement with the plaintiff company 
as to the delivery and use of the patented machinery in this 
country ; but the plaintiff company were not assignees of the 
patents, nor exclusive licensees theerof. By an Order made by 
the Board of Trade on the 19th of May, 1915, acting under 
the above-mentioned section, the Board suspended the British 
patents in favour of the defendant company, and on the 27th of 
May granted them a licence to work the patents. The plaintiff 
company asked for a declaration that the Order of the Board of 
Trade and the licence granted by them were null and void, and 
for an injunction to restrain the defendants from acting there- 





sine 1913 had been the minister of a 

eight or nine years ago in connection with a religious move 
ment conducted by Faith Mission Workers,’’ members of 
which latter body » about a Travelling Evangelists 
Kick’'s congregation consisted of from fifty to fifty five pel ons, 
and their pla i Wor hip, which was not registered as such, 
had at one time been a dressmaking establishment The 
Divisional Court took the short view that the sole question in | 
the case was whether or not fifty to fifty-five persons form a 
body sufficiently large to be regarded as a “‘ religious denomina 
tion Two persons would not be enough, they held, and so 
the question of number is one of degree to be considered in the 
light of all the circumstances Where the number is within 
the debatable ground, a to which it is difficult to decide | 
whether or not it is enough to constitute a denomination. the 
question is one of fact upon which the finding of justices will 
be upheld No doubt in law this was the onlv view open to 
a Divisional Court faced with a finding of tact in a case stated 
But justices, in concluding that fifty-five worshippers are not 
enough to constitute a religious denomination, may perhaps 


have forgotten that the Christian religion came into being with 
twelve Apostles, who had not 


in which to conduct their 


even a dressmaking establishment 


eTvices 


| 1 4 t i t P un t Mr. M’Ghee, Sir Leo ¢ 1OZZA 
\ states t) ff emp 1 at the Ministry of Shipping 
num ‘ x ite 545 ties and 395 females Of these 150 

e esta i ( Servants t and paid by their respective Depart 
ments. The remainder consists partly of persons giving their services 
and part! f te rary employees paid at tes ranging from 15s. a 
week to B30 a tt figure el cceeded only in the cass 
of a few men possessing tech: 1 qualifieata The total salaries bill 
of the Minist wing ies of ined officers paid by their Depart 
ment ia att " it 2OD.UUD a The Ministry have take 
over from the Ma Department of the Board of Trade functions ir 


e shipbuilding and to the ensing of voyages of British 
been transferred from the General Register and 


ties have 


relation to mat 
Nod 


vessels 


Record Office of Shipping and Seamen., 


under. Sarcant, J., held that the action failed, and the Court 
of Appeal upheld his decision. The main contention of the 
defendant company was, in effect, that the Board of Trade 
has no jurisdiction to act unless the whole benefit of a patent 
is vested in an alien enemy, and that in the present case the 
plaintiff company were some of the persons entitled to the 
benefit of the patent, and that the vendors of the patent had 
an interest in it in respect of the unpaid purchase money 
This contention did not commend itself to SarGant, J., or to 
the Court of Appeal. The view of Sarcant, J., appears to 
have been (and this was not dissented from by theCourt oi Ap- 
peal) that, when the person ‘‘ substantially ’’ entitled to the 
benefit of a patent or licence is an alien enemy, the jurisdiction 
of the Board of Trade at once arises; but, as he pointed out, 
there is a further question, whether, in such a case, the juris- 
diction is limited to dealing with the main interest only, oF 
extends beyond the main interest to the minor subsidiary 
interests, The learned judge did not decide this question It 
appears to us that the jurisdiction of the Board of Trade can 
only extend to what is vested, legally or beneficially, or both 
in an alien enemy at the date of its exercise. Therefore, if 4 
British subject is entitled to a mortgage on, or a licence to use, 
a patent belonging to an alien enemy, the Board of Trade 
cannot interfere with such existing mortgage or licence 

The other case under notice is The King v. The Board of 
In that case an English company had applied to the 


Trade 
| Board of Trade to avoid or suspend two patents which had 
| been granted to a German resident in Germany. A British 
| subject intervened in /imine and applied for a writ of prohi- 
} ing 


bition against the Board to prohibit them from proce¢ 
with the application. His allegation was that three persons 
were entitled to the benefit of the patents, viz., the German 
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patentee, another German subject resident and interned in this 
country, and himself. He made a statutory declaration that 
the three were jointly entitled to the patents under a partner- 
ship agreement made in 1902, which he refused to produce. 
His contention was that his mere assertion that he was entitled 
to the patents as beneficial owner with the two other persons 
mentioned was, as it had not been contradicted, sufficient to 
prevent the Board of Trade from proceeding with the applica- 
tion. The Divisionai Court before whom the case came dis- 
agreed with this contention. They said there was no sufficient 
evidence of the alleged beneficial ownership, and they refused 
to issue a writ of prohibition ; so the application for avoidance 
or suspension of the patents will proceed in the ordinary way. 








Reasonableness in Trustee’s 
Action: Its Rectitude and Utility. 


Tue directions expressed by a creator of a trust, as interpreted 
by a competent expositor, being of a mandatory nature, will a 
trustee disobey these directions if he permit temper or passion 
to attain a decided ascendancy over reason and sound sense in 
the conduct of the trust affairs? The correct answer must be 
very useful and interesting ; and peradventure may prove the 
abiding foundation—which it is always so desirable to grasp 
and make one’s own—of some points that have been ruled, or 
the seminal idea for the resolution of some puzzle presented by 
a novel set of facts. 

Take, as an instructive illustration, the question of payment 
of trust money into court, a most beneficial provision for a 
trustee, but one which is so very obviously susceptible to abuse. 
It is, we venture to think, only just that, as a general rule, 
whenever the immediate cause of a payment in is the trustees’ 
mere fear, prejudice, caprice, or obstinacy, they, and not the 
cestué que trusts, should have to pay the costs of the proceed- 
ings. Trustees have been so penalised in several appropriate 
cases, and, among others, where, the evidence of the claimants’ 
title to a small fund being not technically complete but fairly 
satisfactory, the trustee, after raising other objections of a 
frivolous and flimsy kind, instead of waiting for the production 
of further evidence, paid the fund _ into court 
(Re Woodburn’s Will, 1 De G. & J. 333): again, where 
a trustee, guiltless of any vexatious or oppressive 
conduct, paid in trust money quite unnecessarily, the settlor’s 
directions being clear, or, at least, free from reasonable doubt 
(Re Knight’s Trusts, 27 Beav. 45); and where the cestui que 
trust, having been absent in Australia for thirteen years, 
wrote, stating he would return to England immediately, and 
the trustee paid the fund in without giving time for him to 
return and be identified (Re Elliot’s Trusts, 15 Eq. 194). 

It is, of course, evident a man commits an imprudence if he 
does not, previous to undertaking a trust, inquire carefully into 
its nature and duties, and as carefully considers its responsi- 
bilities ; but, having accepted the trust, he cannot be permitted 
to excuse himself from carrying it out on the ground of un- 
appreciated trouble or difficulty. It is very confidently sub- 
mitted that it is an act of vexation and caprice for a man to 
undertake a trust, and then to throw it up in a short period. 
He must shew that the trust has been varied, the responsi- 
bility has seriously increased, or legal problems have arisen, to 
entitle him to consider the question of the propriety of a pay- 
ment into court: Re Leake’s Trust (32 Beav. 135). And when 
a trustee is considering the evidence of title furnished by the 
claimants to a fund, if he deems it insufficient or unsatisfactory, 
is it not in accord with good sense and business habits that he 
should give the claimants notice, in a specific statement, of 
the additional evidence he requires, and should take no further 
step until an adequate time has elapsed in which the required 
evidence can be furnished ? 

The great point to remember indelibly is, that whenever a 
trustee acts capriciously or unreasonably, or without sufficient 
reason pays trust funds into Court, the Court has ample juris- 


diction to make him pay the costs of the proceedings his regret- 
table behaviour has caused ; and that the Court ought to exer- 
cise that jurisdiction, albeit with a proper caution: Le 
Parker's Will Trusts (58 L. J. Ch. 23). And for some inter- 
esting and typical cases of insufficient reason, or caprice 
in conduct, see Smith v. Bolden (33 Beav. 262); Thorby 
v Fates (1 Y. & C. C. C. 438); May v. Armstrong (1866, 
W. N. 233); Southwell v. Martin (21 L. T. 135); and Re 
Chapman, Freeman v. Parker (72 L. T. 55). 

It is almost proverbial that a lawyer does not do unre- 
munerated work well; and it is said of Lord MANSFIELD that, 
when attending to some professional business of his own, he 
felt this influence so great that he took several guineas out of 
his breeches’ pocket and put them in his waistcoat pocket, as a 
fee for his labour. It is to be hoped that members of the 
profession will be found as successful in advising themselves 
as in advising clients in matters of reason and moderation. 
The inguiries of curious or dissatisfied beneficiaries are some- 
times a great and frequent source of correspondence, if not of 
provocative trouble; and it is most instructive to recall the 
case (Re Durtnall, Sawyer v. Goddard, 1895, 1 Ch. 474) where 
a beneficiary, who would become entitled, upon the death of 
the tenant for life of the whole estate, to a share in a legacy 
which the residuary estate was amply sufficient to pay, de- 
manded of the trustees particulars of the investments of the 
whole estate of the testator, and received answer that there 
had been no appropriation of securities, nor was one necessary 
or desirable until the life tenant died. It will be remembered 
that the trustees were told by the Court of Appeal, that they 
must furnish the desired particulars; and the remarks of one 
of ths judges in the Court of Appeal should be noted: ‘‘ I do 
not myself,’’ says Linptey, L.J., ‘‘ think that any injustice 
was done to the plaintiff, because I do not believe that practi- 
cally she wanted information as to the investments of the trust 
estate ; but the conduct of the trustees shews that they were 
unreasonable, because, in strict right, the plaintiff was entitled 
to the further information which she asked for.’’ And, after 
what we have already remarked, a reader of the report will 
expect to find the intimation, given by Lord Hausnury, that, 
in a case of this kind uncomplicated by other facts, the Court 
of Appeal would, as part of its reprehension of the trustees’ 
behaviour, have left them to pay all the costs As it was, 
both parties having been unreasonable and to blame, th. 
application for the particulars was granted, but without costs 
in the Court of Appeal and the Court below as between the 
parties, and, the plaintiff's solicitors having shewn unreason- 
able haste in commencing litigation, their costs against their 
client were disallowed them. 

We should leave our remarks very incomplete if we omitted 
to call attention to one too common source of breach of trust 
that sometimes has an element of unreasonableness—namely, 
selfishness or partiality. Whenever a solicitor perceives any 
disposition towards these vices, he will be wise at once to 
deprecate, and possibly to censure, them, because, we believe, 
they usually are unconscious failings, which come from ignor- 
ance or misunderstanding. It is established beyond doubt 
that a trustee is a trustee for all the beneficiaries named in the 
trust instrument, and, in his conduct of all trust business, he 
is bound to have regard to the rights and interests of all the 
parties concerned, and never to act for the benefit of one cestui 
que trust at the expense of the other cestud que trusts; and this 
imperative duty becomes none the less desirable when the 
trustee, his wife or near relation, is a much-interested cestut 
que trust. 

Assuredly, then, if the public are not to deceive themselves, 
they ought to understand that it behoves a trustee to act reason- 
ably, and neithersceptically nor capriciously ; but rather with 
such reason and sound sense as a prudent, calm individual 
exercises in his own affairs. We do not mean, for a moment, 
that he is bound to run any risks like a commercial man; but 
should he decline to be satisfied with evidence which a reason- 
able man would accept; should he fancy risk where none in 
fact exists ; or should his conduct be otherwise capricious, over- 
cautious, and unreasonable; on him, in a case devoid of com- 
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recovery as estate duty, the cases 
apply 


case of estate duty 


on future estate duty would seem 
The inconvenience is similar, of course. to that in the 

We may note that Re D’Oylyand Re Eve are 
)! reported in full in the May Law Reports (1917, 2 Ch., pp. 556, 562) 
—Ep. 8.J.| 


Registration of Deeds in Middlesex. 








In further connection with the subject deple itors’ staf 
ny to the war, it may usefully be remembered that under the Rules 
1914, memorials need not now e signed or witnessed, and ma 1 t 
a simple py of the deed, ior wl nh a spe ial ls | i ( na 
required to be used. In the case of short deed ere the drawing | * 
f a memorial presents difficulty, this alternative has much to recommend | ! 
t. and is already being adopted to the extent of a 20) ent 
the total registrations. 
Where the deed is printed, the memoria in be printed on the 
ficial form without disturbing the type, thus effecting a further say 
labour, 
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VALIDITY oF REGULATION EMPOWERID DETENTION— DEFENCE OF THI 
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High Court—Chancery Division 


Re COOPER. TOWNEND v. TOWNEND. Younger, J. 17th Apri! 
WILL—Constrvuctior Ace INTERESTS 
INTEREST TERMINABLE ON BENEFICIARY 
THEN AcTUALLY Deap 
Where nterest 
should bh : ‘ lif 
should absolutely immedia edee anil determine in the ame a 


, 7 . 
it he were chual ‘ an er er heequ 


LIFE 
Wert 


ELERATION OF FUTURE 
BANKRUPTCY le THE 


war 


sniereat 


nt gifts 


md interes dis COT ‘ le rig yl i gh ’ 


lated 


Hield. on om 
income belonged, 


nie u we 


lation ane 


ton 


application to determi the accum 
on the 


; 
that, bankruptcy heequent interests 


tained in the will were not accelerated, and the accumulations and 
income went as on an inte stacy. 

Summons to determine who was entitled to certain accumulations 
William Cooper, who died in 1885, under his 
1880, appointed executors and trustees and 
queathed certain specific ies and certain freehold and | 
hold property, excluding pure personalty, upon trust for sale, and 
ivide the proceeds into three equal parts and to invest one-third 

the income to W. C. Cooper for life, and after his death 
use he should die without leaving issu: 
a vested interest upon trust to pay the income t 
and after her upon trust as therein ment 
t his residuary pure personalty to other persons 
He declared that it should be lawful for W. C. C 
y ll On odicil, to appoint the income of the share to the incor 
vhich he should have been actually entitled for life to be paid 
vidow who might survive him for life. He also declared that if 
Cooper should become bankrupt, the trusts for payment of inc 
him should absolutely and immediately cease and determine in the 
manner as if he were then actually dead. In 1888 W. C. Coope: 
adjudicated a bankrupt, and from that time till now the income 
share had been accumulated, and there had been an application 
Chancery Court to direct payment of the amount to E. Cooper, wh 
been refused. W. C. Cooper had no issue, and this was an applicat 
determine who was entitled to these accumulations and to the 
income during the residue of the life of W. C. Cooper, and the n 
had stood over from time to time to await an appeal in the ca 
Re Willis rosaman vy. Kirkaldy (1917, 1 Ch. 365). Counsel fo 
testator’s heir and next-of-kin contended that these accumulatior 
income were undisposed of by the will Counsel for E. Coope 
tended that the rights were determined at the date of the bankr 
of W. C. Cooper as if he were then actually dead without leaving 
and her interest and the subsequent trusts were accordingly acceler 
Youncer, J., after stating the said : There 
here, and so far as the accumulations represent income from real 
leasehold estate, they and the income go as on an intestacy to the 
and next-of-kin respectively, and so far as they represent incon 
pure personalty, pass under the residuary bequest of personal estat 
Counse,, /. Whinney; J. M. Paterson; Owen Thompson ; H.EB.W 
Soxicrrors, Foster, Spicer, & Foster ; Taylor, Stileman, & Underu 


certain income. 
dated 3lst August, 


legac gave 


his issue ; 


but in ¢ 


death 


facts, is no accelerat 


Sarton & Son 


Mar, Barrieter-et-Law.] 
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Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. 


23rd and 27th February ; 20th March. 


“THE GERMANIA.” 
YACHT NAVIRE DE COMMERCE” 
CON VENTION—CONDEMNATION. 
There is no principle rf prize law that exe mpts a racing ya¢ het 
the ordinary rule that enemy property seized wn port is liable to 
fiscation A yacht is and therefore 
entitled ¢t the pr fection in respect of days of grace, a&e., conse 
on a merchant ship by the Sixth Haque Convention (1907), Art. 1 
Deciai mn of Sir Samuel Evans, P. (reported 60 SOLICITORS Jovi 
76; 1916, P. 5), affirmed 

Appeal from a decree of the President of the Admiralty Divisi« 
Prize ondemning the German yacht Germania as good and 
prize, and declaring her as such to have been lawfully seized b 
Customs authorities at Southampton as droits of Admiralty 

Che was heard before a board consisting of Lords | 
SUMNER, WRENBURY, and Sir ARTHUR CHANNELL, and 


Prize Court SixtH Ha 


not a navire de commerce, 


ippeal Al 
PARMOOR, 
ment reserved 
Lord Parmoor, in delivering the considered opinion of the B 
said : The was a sailing schooner racing yacut of 366 
Y.M. 191 tons gross and 123 tons net register, built and registe 
the Port of Kiel. built in 1908, “and belonged to & 
Krupp von Bohleu. In the claim made on behalf of the owner shi 
a racing sailing yacht, of no value or utility f 
naval or military purpose, nor adaptable for any 
purpose, and as being no part of the commercial, naval or m 
resources of the enemy. On the outbreak of the war she was 
yard of Méssrs. Summers & Payne, at Southampton, being re} 
vhen she was seized and detained by the Officer of Customs 
decree of detention, until further order of the Court, mad 
24th September, 1914. On 28th October, 1915, a was 
ondemning The Germania as lawful prize. The appeal was a 
that decree. In support of the appeal it was contended, in the 
place, that a racing yacht The Germania should not | 


(,ermanta 
She 


was 


described as 
ommercial, 


was 


decree 


such as 





varded as property liable to confiscation and condemnation as di 
Admiralty No authority was adduced in support of this conte: 

In the opinion of their lordships, there was no principle in Prize 
vhich would place a racing yacht in category, or exen 

the ordinary rule that enemy property ifter 
outbreak of war was liable to confiscation and condemnation as dr 
Admiralty It was contended, secondly, that The Germama wa 
navire de commerce within the meaning of article 2 of the Sixth 
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Hague Convention, and as such was not liable to confiscation. If she 
was not a navire de commerce, she was not within the protection of 
article 2, and it was’ unnecessary to consider the further conditions 
specified in the article, It was argued that any private vessel] should 
be regarded as a navire de commerce, and that every vessel was in 
cluded within that designation which was not a navire d'etat. There 


was nothing in the context of article 2 to support that contention, nor | 


did their lordships agree with the suggestion that the language was 
ambiguous. The words of the preamble of the Sixth Hague Con- 
vention clearly indicated that the purpose of the Convention was the 
security of international commerce. It was in accordance with that 
purpose that article 2 protected under the specified conditions the 
navire de commerce. A ship such as was described in the claim was 
not in any sense a merchant ship, or entitled as such to the protection 
of article 2. The appellant further asked that an order should be 
made in the same form as in the case of The Guten/els (60 SoLicrrors’ 
Journnat, 477; 1916, 2 A. C. 112), but that form of order was not 
applicable to the ease of a vessel which was clearly not comprehended 
within the class of vessels to which alone the Sixth Hague Convention 
afforded protection. In the result the appeal failed, and should be 
dismissed, with costs, and their lordships would so advise His Majesty. 
CounstL, for the appellant, Bateson, K.C., and (. BR. Dunlop; for 
the Crown, Sir Frederick Smith, A.G., and G. 7’. Simonds. Sovicrrors, 
Kenneth Brown, Baker, Baker, & Co.; The Treasury Solicitor. 


{Reported by Exsxine Rarp, Barristerat-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Xe CONDRAN. CONDRAN ve. STARK. 24th March; 
3rd April 
REVENVE—SALE OF BusINess—PuRCHASE MoNEY PAYABLE By INSTAL 
MENTS—Net Profits or Each YeaR—EXCess Prorirs DuTy—FINANCE 
(No. 2) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Gero. 5, c. 89), Parr IL., 5. 35; Parr IIL. 


An agreement made in Apru, 1914, provided that part of the considera 
fion for the sale of a burxine 88 should he pad m cash. and the re mainder 
paid by ‘‘ one equal third part of the net profits”’ of the 
the year ending 30th September, 1914, and in each succeeding year up to 
3lst March, 1919. 

Held, that “ net profits 
were divisible among the persons inte rested, and conse quently A8 CXCERS 
profits duty payable under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, must be 
deducted before the profits which were divisible could be ascertained, 
the vendors were only entitled to one-third of the profits after excess 
profits duty had been deducted. 

William Hollins & Co. v. Paget (1917, 1 Ch 
Hamlyn & Co. (1917, 1 K. B. 527) commented upon 


This was a summons for a declaration by the vendors that the amount 
payable by certain purchasers of a business for excess profits duty in 
respect of the business for any financial year ought not to be deducted 
from the profits of the business before ascertaining the one equal third 
of the net profits payable by them under a certain agreement made in 
1914 for the sale of a business. The agreement provided that part of 
the consideration for the sale should be paid in cash, and the remainde1 
paid by one equal third part of the net profits of the business in the 
year ending September, 1914, and in each succeeding year up to March, 
1919. The agreement provided that, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the amount of the net profits, the profit and loss account should be debited 
with the interest on the purchase money payable in cash so long as it 
remained unpaid and sundry other payments of salary, interest on 
purchasers’ capital, and reserve for workmen’s compensation. Counsel 
for the vendors relied on William Hollins & Co. v. Paget (supra) and 
Thomas vy. Hamlyn & Co, (supra), and counsel for the purchaser relied on 
Collins vy. Sedgwick (1917, 1 Ch. 179). Cur. adv. vult. 

Peterson, J., after stating the facts, said: The special provision 
enabling particular items to be debited to profit and loss account does 
not prevent the purchasers from debiting to that account any other 
sums which could properly be debited to it. In both the of 
Wiihiam Hollins & Co. v. Paget (supra) and Thomas vy. Hamlyn & Co 
(supra), the learned judges who decided them considered that excess 
profits duty was a contribution to the Exchequer of part of the com 
pany’s profits, and was analogous to income-tax which, admittedly, 
could not be deducted for the purpose of ascertaining net profits. I can 
not help thinking that, while there might be in one sense some resem 
blance between income-tax and excess profits duty, inasmuch as both are 
assessed, although on a different basis, with reference to profits, there 
are differences between them. On the one hand, income-tax is ulti 
mately payable by the person who is entitled to receive the profits. A 
shareholder entitled to exemption from income-tax, on whose behalf the 


Peteison, J. 


Husiness wm 


meant the profits of the yeur's trading that 


and Thomas ¢ 


187) 


case 


company had paid the tax in respect of his dividend, can recover from | 


the revenue authorities the amount of the tax, which in reality is part 
of the dividend. So, too, a partner may claim exemption and be separ 
ately assessed : see the Income Tax Act, 1842, s. 168, Schedule D, r. 3 
It is impossible to treat such a tax as an outgoing of the business. On 
the other hand, excess profits duty the person ownin 
or carrying on the business, a debt from him 
see the Finance (No. 2) Act, 45; and is payable in respect of 
the profits of the business, and respect of the benefit 
shareholder or partner derives from the business; and it is not possible 


assessed on 
and Is overable as 


1915, s 
not in 


ree 





which a 


for any shareholder or partner to claim a return of any portion of the 
duty on the ground that his total income is such as to entitle him to 
exemption from the duty, for the latter is a duty on the amount of the 
aggregate excess profits earned by the business Moreover, excess 
profits duty and income-tax are not payable in respect of the same fund, 
the duty for the purpose of income-tax being treated as an outgoing 
of the which reduces the profits in respect of which income- 
tax section 35 of the Act. Both tax and duty are 
payable in respect of profits, but not of the same profits, and it seems 
to me impossible, if income-tax is payable in respect of net profits, to 
say that excess profits duty is also payable in respect of net profits, 
inasmuch as the former is payable in respect of a sum which is ascer- 
tained after deducting the latter. The duty is, under sections 38-45 of 
the Act, a debt due to the my opinion net profits ’’ in 
such an agreement as the present mean the profits of the year’s trading 
the persons interested, and consequently, as 
deducted before the profits which are 
vendors are only entitled to one-third 
of the profits after excess profits duty has been deducted. In so de 
ciding I desire to say that the comments which I have made on the 
observations of the learned judges who have decided William Hollins 
d: ¢ Paget and Thomas vy. Hamlyn d Co do not involve 
the view that these cases are not They were 
on the interpretation of different agreements.—COUNSEL, 
K.C.. and ¢ ourthope Wilson; Tomlin, K.C., and Rutherford. 
for plaintiff, 44. G. Sharman, Liverpool; for defendant, 

Liverpool 
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Peterson, J. 4th April. 
BANKRUPTCY—ORDER FOR 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. 


SOLICITOR 
PAYMENT Ot 
62), s. 4 

W/ ea Sedicitor wae 


fg Su 
bil of costs, 


SUB 
ordered to pay fhe coats of a taxation of coata of 
taken out by his client for (1) the solicitor to 
and (2) an account to be taken of moneys 
client, and on such order both cost® and such were 
found due, and the solicitor made default in payment of the same, and 
the ed to attach him. 

Held, that the costs were due from th 
an omcer af the ‘ and were within Ca ption 4 of 
Debtors Act, 1869, and accordingly that it was an order 
obedience of which the solicitor might he attached 

Re A Solicitor (1895, 2 Ch. 66) followed 

te Hope (1872, L. BR. 7 Uh. 523) distinguished 

The fact that a solicitor haa been adjudicated bankrupt doea not 
interfere with the punitive jurisdiction of the Court over him 


an iyi mons 


deliver 


due to the 


for 


MONE ps 


client mo 
his character as 
section 4 of the 
jor the di- 


solicitor in 


urt 


This was a motion for liberty to issue a writ of attachment against « 
solicitor for contempt in failing to pay to the applicant, in pursuance 


order of the Court, a certain sum of money certified by the 
to be due. In 1916 the solicitor for his client 
and only paid a portion of it over to the 
client, retaining the rest The client took out an originating summons 
that the solicitor do deliver his bill of and the 
ordered thereon to deliver his bill of costs and disburse 
referred to the taxing master, and it was also ordered 
that if, as, in fact, happened, the bill when taxed was less by a sixth 
part than the bill as delivered, the taxing tax the 
osts of the client, and to certify the amount due from the solicitor to 
the client and any sums which might by the 
solicitor, and the total amount found due be paid within 
twenty-one days after the order on the summons, and the 
ate of the taxing master to be made pursuant thereto. On 19th 
1917, the taxing master made his certificate, on which on 
the figures there was a small sum due to*the client from the solicitor 
after taxing the solicitor’s bill of costs and the applicant's costs of the 
reference, and setting one off against the other ; but there was also found 
a considerable sum in the hands of the solicitor belonging to the client, 
upwards of £400. The taxing master’s certificate and 
the summons were served the solicitor on 21st 
On 13th November, 1916, he had been adjudicated a 
He made default in payment of the found due 
orderel to be paid, and the clieat to attach him. Counsel 
the applicant said that, as to the costs, they were due from the 
solicitor in his capa officer ot the ind he could be 
attached for default in payment of them, as for default in 
payment of the amount found due, and he referred to Re A Soltestor 
(supra) and Pe Wilde (1910, W. N. 128 Counsel for the solicitor 
contended that the costs of the taxation not which the 
solicitor was ordered to pay for misconduct, and did not come within 
exception 4 of section 4 of the Debtors Act, 1869, and that accord 
ingly the order on the summons for payment of the total sum was not 
in order for disobedience of which the order for attachment should 
ssue, and he referred to Re Hope (supra) 
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The London Gazette of Zit Apml conta he tollowing 

1. An Order in Council, dated 2/th Ap arying the Statutory List 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act. 1916 
There are removed there ill persons or bodie person n Porto 
tico, in the Philippine Is ds, and in the [ ted States of America 
\dditions are made as I V3 Argentine and Uruguay (6 Brazil (7 
Chile (5 Ecuador (1 M l Netherland Netherlands, East 


Lrelie Zz N Vay j There 











Spain Venezuela (2 are also a 
number f n and wiations in the and the usual notes 
are appended (see anfe, | 22 \ List (the (s« lidating List. No. 25a 
consolidats ul previ Lists revised t late and including the preset 
amendments ia issued ncurrentl with t Order This Consolidating 
List contains all the umes which up to t date are included in the 
Statutory List 

2. A Notice that an Order has be made by the Board of Trade unde 
the Trading with the Enen Amendment Act, 191¢ equiring anothe 
business to be w ind up nuing the total t 441 






Orders as follows 


Arm) (4 ! 










Director 
be required on his behalf 
is dated 22nd December, 1916 


materiale. to furnish to the irmy Contracts sucl 


suct 
parti 

This Order, the h issued now 
dated 26th April, that the fe 
vod 





ular f thei ines’ as may 












4. A Notice lowing Orders have beer 


made by e Fe 





‘Yontroiles 








The Wheat Barley and Oates (P < Order 16th Ay 1917 
ante p 43 
The Barley (Requisit Order, 16th April, 1917 (ante, p. 434 
The Cake and Pastry Order, 18th April, 1917 (ante, p. 454 
5 Admiralty Notices to Marine: as follow 
1 rd Ap N 423 of the vear 1917, revising N 499 of 191% 





yland Kast Coast Humber nn 


Pilotage and Trafh Regulation It contains the fol 











Ohwners of mall vessels plying in the emit f the Humber ars 


instructed not to paint their craft light grey, a 


vessels so coloured repainted warned tha 


to have any They are 


sior 
ment is ‘ 1 or inscribed the | ted Ki lor 
Sout Aust i { I nejit Ps ( I cribed St 
1922-1927 
The restrict ent é sect b-sect t Trustee 
Act, 1895, apy t! i St { nial Stock Act, 190 
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the costs are mone due from the solicitor ‘‘ in his character as an ~ 
officer of the ul vithin exception 4 to section 4 of the Debtors 
Act, 1869 This is 1 1 case where the jlicitor has been ordered tu 
pay ats imply a8 an unsuccessiul litigant, as u the case of Re H pe 
<u pr n which case the Lords Justices, as pointed out by North, J 
in Me 1 Solicitor r expressly excepted the ise in which a 

licit i lered, in } haracter of a solicitor, to pay a sum of 
I ‘ t! t Lie t In such event bey, n lered as in 
cluded in the sum ordered to be paid. It is true that in the present 
ase the wl na ! 1a} idicated bankrupt, but that does not 
interfere with the punitive jurisdict f the Court er the solicitor 
He has been nity fa yt breach f trust putting his chent’s 
money into his ov pe 1 the rder ill be thatthe applicant be 
it liberty to issue the rit of attachment isked for by the motion 
CouNs¥l } A irche / R Sim peor ~OLICTTORS, for the 
applicant, Field, Roacoer, Ad ¢ for Field & S Leamington ; for the 
respondent, S/ j } {¢ 





24th April: Order prohibiting the manufacture and use of Packing 
( as and ( ites lor certain s heduled goods 
Sth Apri Order requiring all persons engaged in the productior 
sale. distribution. storage, shipment or manufacture of cotton, flax, 
or hemp r of any article composed vhethe wholly or in part, from 
| 


d are hereby directed 
t 
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small vessels painted grey run a great risk of being fired upon i 
mistake for submarines. Vessels painted black run the least risk. 
2) 26th April No. 434 of the year 1917, as to the Dangerous A 
the North Sea printed below). 
3) 26th April: No. 436 of the year 1917: Scotland, East Co 
Firth of Forth, Port and Harbour of Burntisland—Traffic of Neut 
Vessels prohibited :— 


On and after the lst May, 1917, no vessels other than thos« 
British 1 slionality o1 those of the Allied Nations shall ente 
Port and Harbour of Burntisland, within the statutory 


administered by the Burntisland Harbour Commissioners 


lurtner Notice 

6. A set of Bye-Laws (Orders) made by the 
House, London, acting under the Instructions of the Lords Commissi 
of the Admiralty in respect of the holders of the Adm ralty specia | 


by orporation of ‘| 


Sea Pilotage Certiticates for the waters from and including Great )\ 
mouth, northward up to and including Berwick-on Tweed. These 
made under the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Act, 1914, ar 


ons, and come into force on 15th May 
May 
dated 


Realm Regulat 


tte of 1st 


of the 


Defence 


contains the following 


7. An Orde n Counci lst May, further amending the | 


umation, dated the 10th day of May, 1916. and made under sect 
»f the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879. and section 1 of 
} xportation of Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Ex i 


vhereby the exportation from the I 
ill destinations was prohil 


1914, 


les to certain o1 


(Act, 


ertain artic 


tion Prohibition 


Kingdom ol 


Among other changes a number of articles are now included in ( 
1.¢., exportation is prohibited to all destinations ; including aerated 
mineral waters; beer and ale; iron and steel in Various forms; vat 
oils t ind steel railway material 
8. A Notice that Orders ha been made by the Board of ‘11 
under the Trading th the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requii 
two more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 443 
1, Orders of the Ministry of Munitions as follows : 
lst May Permit for dealings in Whale Oil (other than Sy 
Oy) notwithstanding the Order of 24th June, 1916 (60 Soricit 


590 
Order as to Seeds, 


JOURNAL, p 
Ist May 


Army Cc 


27th April 


Oils and Fats (printed below 


10 Orders as follows : 


uncil 


Order requisitioning all Crossbred Tops 


clude al qualities of Tops described as 58's and below in a ra 
vith the custom of the Bradford Conditioning House 

28th April.—Order requisitioning the following 

All stocks of Quinine Sulphate excepting stocks of less 
100 ounces 

All stocks of Quinine Bisulphate excepting stoc ks of les 
a@ ounces 

All stocks of Quinine Hydrochloride excepting stocks of less 
20 nces 

All stocks of Quinine Bi-hydrochloride excepting stocks of s 
than » ounces 


f Phenacetin ¢ xcepting stot ks of less than 7 Ib 
All stocks of Formaldehyde Solution 40 per cent., except 
tocks of less than 10 
Returns of stocks must be 
\ to the Order, to the Director of Army Contracts, 
Tothill-street, Westminster, S.W 


yvallons 
made in the form indicated in Sched 


Imperial H 


11. A Notice, dated 30th April, that the following Orders ha 
made by the Food Controller : 
The W he at. Rye ind tice testriction) Order, 20th Apri 7 


printed below 


The Flour Mills Order, 20th April, 1917 
We also 


printed below 
print below the Bread Proclamation 


Admiralty Notice to Mariners. 
No. 434 of the year 1917. 
NORTH SEA 


with regard to Dangerous Area 


Caution 


former Notice No. 319 of 1917 [ante, p. 372] hereby cancelled 
Caution 
In view of the unrestricted warfare carried on by Germany at 


1f mines and submarines, not only against the Allied P 
Neutral shipping, and the fact that merchant 
without regard to the ultimate safety 
rive notice that on and after 3rd May 


means 


but also against 
constantly 


H.M. Government 


rea in the North Sea rendered dangerous to all shipping by 


are sunk 


crews 


the i 
tions against the enemy will be further extended as underment { 
r uld be avo led 
Dangerous Area 
Che area comprisin ll the waters except Netherlands and I} 
territorial waters lving to the southward and eastward of a line 


mencing three miles from the coast of Jutland on the parallel 
56° 00’ N 
(1) Lat 


through the following positions : 


long. 6° 00’ E. 


and passing 


56° 00’ N., 
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(2 Lat of 45 4 < Ie ' al \ 
5) Lat. 6 5’ N., } °° 30’ E \ 17 : " , 
4) Lat. 53° 23’ } gy, 4 &’ } 
>») Lat ) DD’ 2D Y OL’ I 

Lat. § I 


The Flour Mills Order, 1017 


j* 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS o TO- -MORROW. 
Pi nee ce — eg ee UHR Y alance 


nhood of the 
fare ol 

of The 
nd-street 


ereased 
{ 
) 


tion of chile 
ECOND SCHEDULI 


——— Li " said 
«lom pos Sé Ss, yet 
still appa lling, while 


ween the 
>t { us and 
unds of Children, and 
knowledge of looking 


The Wheat, Rye and Rice (Restriction) Order, = ae Ee 
pe x — ae aos £5,000 lias to be raised immediately 
1 ths Pood Contealer, the 1 iat to keep the Hospital out of debi. 
Ps Forms of Gift by Wiil to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application te 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Seer 
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this Order, and i ther powers enabling him in that behalf, the 
Fi i ( ri rders as follows 

lL. The | Regulat on 266 of the Defence of the Realm 

legulat I plied from tl ) April, 1917, to all flour 
mul t { i Kingdom neh at Ul late of this Order use any 

whea ma ot thour pt mills the itput capacity of nich 
j ess tha ) 4 flou | I il 
Chis Or ' 1 as the | Mills Order, 1917 

2 Apr 1917 DEVONPORT, Food Controller 

\ 1 | i Db port, I is Davids has accepted 
t i 1 Ad Com: ippointed to work out the 
leta sia for perat ind financial control of the flour 
mi 

Economy in bread. 
BY THE KING 
\ PROCLAMATION 
GCHORGE RA 

We ! ! j j tl sbstent i irom a unnecessary con 
sumpt M4 ru the urest and most effectual means of 
defeatir t) f Our enemies and thereby of bringing the wal 
to a speedy and termination, and out of Our resolve to lea 
' h d } " ntribute to these ends or to the welfare 

f Our | ple 1 these tim [ rave stress and mxXiety, have thought 
fit, by and with the advi f Uur Privy Council, to issue this Our 
k yal P mati most ea tly exhorting and cha ging all those | 
of O ny ibjects the men and women of Our realm who have the 
mea ining al yod other than wheaten corn, as they 
tender the ) immediate interests, and feel for the wants of others 
espe to pra t e greatest economy and frugality in the use of 
ever \nd We do for this purpose more particularly 
eX ind ea ead households to reduce the consumption 

t bread heir respe i I at least one-fourth of the quan 
tity imed i 1 tim tbsta from the use of flour in 
pastry and I aretu oO re wt o1 erever possible to | 
iband t i reo! ull er al es than bread And We do |} 
als ke manner, exhort and charge all persons who keep horses 
t ut lon t pra e of feeding the same on oats or other grain 
ul 1 i I if i Uur Food Controller a licence to 
feed horse 1 oats or other grain to be given only in cases where it is 
n sar" dy i to maintain the breed of horses in the 
national interest And e do hereby turther charge and enjoin all 
Mi f R eir respective hurche ind chape ls within 
Our United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland to read, or cause 
to t id our Pi smation on the Lord’s Day tor tour successive 

h ifter ¢t i reo! 

Give ut Our Court at Buckingham Palace, this Second day of May 

the ar of our Lord One thousand nine hundred and seventeen, and 
in the Se nth ur f Our Reign 

GOD Save THe KING 
7 . 
Societies. 
The Grotius Society. 

Att 1al meeting of the society, held on the Ist inst., Professor 
( idy, DAL Reyius Professor of Civil Law, Oxford, was elected 
president in succession to the Right Hon. Lord Reay, K.T., who retired 
under the rules. Sir John Macdonell, K.C.B., Senior Master of the 
Supreme Court, King’s Remembrancer and Quain Professor of Com 
parati Law, University College, London, was elected vice-president, 
and Dr. Ernest J. Schuster, treasurer. ‘The hon. secretaries, Dr. Hugh 
H. L. Bellot and Mr. Carter were reelected. The following were 
elected members of the executive committee 

Right H Lord Reay, K.T., Sir Graham Bower, K.C.M.G., E. A 
Whittuel B.C.L., Sir H. Earle Richards, K.C.S.1 K.C te\ 
T. J. Lawrence, LL.D., J. E. G. de Montmoren vy, LL.B., Sir Alfred 
Hopkinson, K.‘ LL.D., W. R. Bisschop, LL.D., G. G. Phillimore, 
B.C.] ind Jud Atherley Jones, K.C 

The Union Society of London. 

Dh ety met at the Middle Temple Common Room on Wednes- |! 
lay 1 Ma 1917, at 8 p.m he subject for debate was That the 
principles of Liberalism and Democracy have been vindicated by the 
present wai Opener, Mr. Morden; opposer, Mr. Kingham 

rhe motion wa irried 

Mr. George Sangster Green, aged seventy-five. of Fitzjohn’s-avenue, 


Hampst« id, N.W.. ard of Stone buildings, Lincoln's Inn, barrister-at- 


law, left estate of the gross value of £50,380, 











Suspension of the Index of Shipping. 


Notice was given last week by the Committee of Lloyd’s that the 
Weekly Index, which has been issued on Thursdays and has contained a 
large number of shipping movements, has been suspended until furth: 
notice. 

It is understood, says the 7'imes, that the authorities at Lloyd’s ha 
hitherto adopted the attitude that the Index could be published with 
perfect safety, since it contained no movements which could be of tly 
least use to the enemy. Further, it is pointed out that it has been pre 
pared with great care after consultation with the Admiralty and has been 
only issued confidentially to subscribers of approved standing. No in 
formation has been included respecting any vessels in Government 
employment, and it is claimed that all other movements were at least 
two or three days old. Those business men who will suffer most 
convenience from its suspension are the underwriters, both at Lloyd's 
and in the insurance companies’ offices, who have found it of very great 
use, especially as a reccrd. Some underwriters contend that the list 
would be of service to them even if it contained information three or four 
weeks old, and no doubt the propriety of publishing such a record will 
be duly considered. In these days of serious delays to shipping, under 
writers find it especially important to be able to trace recent movements 
when offered risks. 

Among shipowners the view is rightly held that all possible steps ought 
to be taken to prevent the enemy getting information of movements 
which might be of any use to him. 

Detailed information has hitherto been published in the United States 
respecting shipping movements. Presumably, with the entry of the 
United States into the war, all such reports of shipping movements have 
been, or will be, suppressed. 


in 








. 
Reprisals. 
rhe following letter from Sir Edward Clarke has appeared in the 
Time 
The writer of the letter which appears in your columne to-day under 
this heading seeks to excuse our bombardment of an unfortified German 
town by dwelling upon the horrible character of the outrages on the laws 
of war and the instincts of humanity which have been committed by our 
enemies. Does he not see that the more indignant we are at these out 
rages the greater will be our shame and disgrace if we imitate them 
He speaks of the German raid on London and of “the women and 
children wounded and done to death by high explosive bombs.” For 
two years our public writers and speakers have been justly denouncing 
the Germans as murderers and baby-killers, and now we are to lowe! 
ourselves to their level by copying their crimes. I hoped that the corre- 
spondence in the 7'imes in October, 1915, and January, 1916, would have 
saved us from this dishonour. If there had only been the letter in which 
‘the oldest midshipman, Field-Marshal, and student of war,” Sir Evelyn 
Wood, made his protest against such reprisals, that letter should have 
made them impossible. He said :— 
“I believe and trust that our fighting Services will never sink to such 
deeds of infamy, but, moreover, the arguments in favour of such policy 
Marshal Marmont, after an experience of 


ure 


are based on ignorance of war. 
twenty years of such a system, wrote, Les représailles sont tou, 
nutile re 

Surely our gallant airmen are worthy of better employment than drop 
ping bombs on defenceless civilians. And it is hard that the glorious 
memories of this great war should be smirched by one act of dishonour 
Faithfully yours, EpwARD CLARK! 


Peterhouse, Staines, 27th April. 








Companies. 
Royal Exchange Assurance. 


The annual general court was held on Wednesday at the head office 
if the Corporation in the Royal Exchange, Mr. Vivian Hugh Smith, the 
governor, presiding. ; 

I'he secretary (Mr. Percy F. H. Hodge) having read the notice 
vening the meeting and the auditor's certificate, 

The governor said : Gentlemen, I have now to submit the printed 
report and the accounts for the year 1916. During the past year we 
have lost one member of our court, Mr. C. E. Green, who died on 
4th December last, and who had been a member of the court for thirty 
nine years. Both in the City and in Essex, where his name was a house 
hold word, he had innumerable friends, and his death has caused a 
blank not only to his colleagues on this court, but wherever he was 
known. The only new director elected during the year has been Sit 
David Yule. Messrs. Andrew Yule & Co., of Calcutta, of which fi 
Sir David Yule is senior partner, have long been agents of this co! 
poration, and as the corporation’s business has developed considerably 
in the East, we feel sure Sir David Yule’s advice will be of special 
value to us in connection with that part of the world, and congratulate 
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ourselves on securing him as a member of this court. 1 also have to 
report with regret that since our last meeting Mr. W. N. Whymper, our 
late secretary, has retired. He entered the corporation’s service in 
1872, was appointed secretary in 1900, and retired on 3lst December last 
Mr. Whymper has been in failing health for time, and if the 
present war had not taken place 1 believe he would have retired from 
the company’s service earlier than he did, but owing to the depletion 
of the staff he stayed and he often was at work here when un- 
doubtedly he was not fit for it 


some 


on, 


THe Lire DEPARTMENT 


Naturally, in this department the restrictive effect of the war 1s still 
felt. Notwithstanding this, the sum assured than that 
fur the previous twelve months. Our premium 1916, after 
deducting reassurance premiums, was £389,984, increase of 
£10,010 over that of 1915. The death claims were practically the same 
amount as those for 1915—viz., £225,000. The interest earned 
£170,482, being £4 11s. 7d. per cent. on the life funds, and, notwith 
standing that a sum of £80,000 has been applied in writing off deprecia 
tion of investment values, the life fund has been increased from 


£3,764,000 to £3,818,000. 


THE 


yreater 
for 


an 


was 
income 
being 


was 


ANNUITY DEPARTMENT 

In our annuity department fifty-nine annuities, £3,784 Qs. 10d 
per annum, were issued in consideration of purchase money and pre 
miums amounting to £34,018 16s. 8d. Fifty-nine annuities terminated by 
death and twelve by lapse and surrender, representing a total net pay 
ment of £4,957 4s. 4d. per annum. Our annuity fund amounts to 
£855,291 8s. lld. after writing off for depreciation of investments a 
further sum of £27,000. 


securing 


Tue Fire DEPARTMENT. 


For the first time in the history of the corporation our fire premiums 
for the year have reached £1,000,000, and amounted to £1,005,193, 
being an increase of £83,661 over those of 1915; with interest our total 
income was £1,015,620. After making full provision for outstanding 
items, the profit for the year amounted to £102,797. From this amount 
£25,000 has been carried to the fire fund and the balance to profit and 
loss account 


THe MARine DEPARTMENT 

The results attained by our marine department have also been most 
satisfactory. Our marine premiums have very largely 
those of the previous year, although that year also shewed very con 
siderable increase over previous years. Our premium income for the 
year under review was £1,331,000. Ample provision has been made i 
our judgment for running off the account, leaving a sum of £130,000 as 
profit. From this sum £55,000 has*been carried to the marine fund, 
and the balance to profit and loss account. 


increased over 


ACCIDENT AND THE TRUSTEE AND ExecuToR DEPARTMENTS 


Our general accident department has also had a very satisfactory 
year. Premiums have increased from £283,000 to £325,000, and our 
losses from £103,000 to £119,000. After transferring £52,864 to profit 
and loss account, our general accident fund now amounts to £231,521, 
as compared with £203,000 a year ago 

In our trustee and executor department the fees received amounted 
to £5,818, commission and expenses of management to £4,673, and the 
balance of £1,145 has been transferred to profit and loss account. 


l'ne GENERAL 


THe Prorit anp Loss Account 

With regard to our profit and loss account, profits from fire, marine 
accident, and trustee and executor departments, amounting to £286,807, 
and interest £53,865, have been carried to the profit and loss account 
vhile £60,000 has been provided for depreciation of investments and 


| 


| 


|} congr 








increased by 
of the account 
of 1915. This 
and IL feel con- 
in thinking that may 
you, especially when 


to the The fire ‘tn has heen 
marine fund by £55,000, and the balance 
of £101,023 over that 
veal under review, 


for losses owing war 
£25,000 and the 

viz., £623,279 
briefly gives you the results of 
fident that you will ag with 
ourselves on the figures | 


the times through w 


shews an increase 
the 
your dalrect 


ree we 


atulate have given 


we consider hich we are passing 


THe DEMAND FOR MARINE INSURANCE 

£267 ,000 
last year. 
by the 
have con- 
under- 


do 80, 


The 
in 1913 
his 


ome of our 
1914, £8 
course, 


marine department, which was 
WO in LYLS, 
exceptional, 


premium in 

£559,000 
increase 1s, of 
great demand for marine 
sidered it our duty, 
vriters, to provide, 
all the 
has meant 


was £1,000,UUU 
and 
the 
other 
could 
the 


1 
itt SOY, 
as cual ised 


We 


narihe 


quite 
insurance OWing to wal 
vith many 
as far as we considered we 
smanded he great increase in 
a consequent increase in responsibility and claims the 
settlements made by the Royal Excl last year were £800,0U0, as 
compared with £488,000 in pre year. | feel that it reflects 
great credit on our underwriter and marine departments, short handed as 
that they should have be business of this 
and handle it results tory to this 


in common wal 
re isonably 
insurances de premium income 
thus, 
lange 
the vious 


to h 
so entirely 


they are en able andle a 


magnituc i : 
corporation 


with satisfac 


War 


department but ul 


THe MANAGERS AND STAFFS AND THI 
accident 
indeed, 
with 
of depart- 
of the 
lady members of our 
us since the war. Including 
and directors and the staff, 473 
ved in his Majesty 8 since the 
to tell you that of this number thirty- 
missing, two died in 
priso total of thirty- 
that one has been given the D.S.O., 
two the Milit Medal, and 


CGiuerre—a record of which Il 


I am specially mentioning these two 


also shewn the biggest profit in its history, and, 


and l 


department has 
all our departments have done 
that thanks 
ments these 
old st 
staff, : 
the directors of 
Royal Ex 
beginning 
have 
hospital 


well, am sure you will agree 
due not only to the heads 
results, but to tl members 

and also to the 


joined 


me uur warmest are 


ose 


achie ved 


been left to us, 


who have 
iff who have 
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the head office 
men have set 
war. I am sorry 
killed in action, five 
died of wounds 
glad tell you 
been given Military Cross 
Médaille Milit Croix de 
may be justly proud 


local 
hanye lorces 
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been have 


one are 


and one while a ner—a 


nine; but I am 
five have 
the 

think we 


to 
the ary 


one alre et 


DIvIDEND 
We paid on 6th November last 5 per cent 


and we propose to pay a further 7 per cent 
12 per cent. for the year (less income tax 
cent. (less income tax) for 1915 

Mr. F. H. Law congratulated the 
they had submitted to the proprietors 
rovernor had with regard to the 
The governor then formally proposed : 
iccounts for the year 1916 be adopted 

The Mr 
vhich was unanimously, 
approved 

On the motion of th seconded by Mr. T. H 
1 resolution was passed increasing the director fee 
£15,000 per annum, and reducing the maximum number 
from twenty-seven to twenty-five 

° 

The auditor, Mr. Nicholas E 
Price, Waterhouse, & Co., was re 
the motion of Mr. E. Charrington e 
the opportunity of congratulating the 
remarking that the 


times th 


tax 
making 


Ll per 


dividend (less 


less income 


income 
tax 
with 


as compared 


the excellent report 
oncurred with all that the 
staff 


directors 
and 


on 


ervii of the 


That 


said 


the printed report and 
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seconded resolution, 


dividend re 
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the 
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carried 


ymour 


and was 
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£10,250 to 
of the directors 


rove 


from 


of Mes 
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who took 
of the past 
vonderful one 


Waterhouse, of the 
elected at a fee of 500 
mded by Mr. C. W 
directors on the re 
sheet 
passing 


hrm 
on 
111s 
ult 
} ] 
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business, was a 


the 


vear s 


onsidering rough vhich we 


The 


are 
proceedings then terminated 
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Law Students’ Journal. LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


Calls to the Bar. No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1853. 

Capital Stock .. een om om - - £400,000 
Debenture Stock on om “~ am + £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
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enlisted in the U.P.S. Battalion, Royal Fusiliers, served six months at | by motor vehi vh did not stop and were never t 
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SIMPSON, CULLINGFORD & Co., », Crra ! f . @ JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
a LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
Lon ton Gazette. —FRIDAY, April 20 


ner 
General. BRITISH OFFICERS CLUBSIN FRANCE (INCORPORATED). —Creditors are required, on or before 
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THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


aa, MOORGAT SE! STREET, LOW Dow, z.o. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Couasel, will be sent un 


application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
KRPPhLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Eat & Frere, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 24, to send in their 
names and addressee, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Olifford Atkins, 
Pridentic! bides, Oldham, liquidator. 

Geivrin Inonworks & ALBION Foospry, Ltd.—Joseph William Biackham, 189, 
Corporation st, Birmingham, liquidator, has fixed May 12 as the day on or before which 
the creditors are to prove their debts or claim 

Weseex Pueiisnixe Co., Ltd.—Creditors are ‘equ red, on or before May 25, to sen! 
their + ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Stanley Holmes, 33, Paternoster row, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
VOLUNTARY WINDING UP 
London Gazette—Fripay, Apri! 20 


Streatham Finance Syndicate, Ltd. 
Devon & Cornwall Brick Agency, Ltd. 
Stackhouse & Co, Ltd. 


Herbst, Ltd 
R. Thompson & Sons, Ltd 
Newman & Welbeck Studios, Ltd 
Harrison Frewin Opera Co, Ltd, Bridgwater Empire Theatre Co, Ltd. 
Thongphast Mat Co, Ltd Direct Pneumatic Action Co, Ltd. 
Roseds le Eatates (Canada), Ltd, Lake View South, Ltd. 
Overseas Purchasing Co, Ltd 
London Gazette. —TURSDAY, April 24 

(haries Sims Ltd Novera Metal Co, Ltd 
Chichester Toys, Ltd Wear Steam Shipping Co, Ltd. 
Lonon City Sporte Co, Ltd Wivenhoe Masonic Hall Co, Ltd. 
T. Hallas & Co, Ltd Hobson & Jones, Ltd. 
John Saunders & Co, Ltd Osmond & Co, Ltd. 

London Gazette.—Frimpay, April 27 
Watford Toy Manufacturers, Ltd National Motor Cab Co, Ltd. 
Hardy Clarke & Co, Ltd William Betts, Ltd. 
Furness Fxplorations, Ltd Steamship “ Armonrer” Co, Ltd. 
Sundeiland Steam Shipping Co, Ltd J.C. Paul & Son, Lad. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, May 1 


Charles Smith (Derby), Ltd. 
Marshall Fox & Urquhart, Ltd. 
Sun Street (Hanley) Brick & Mar! Co, Ltd, 


Birmingham Carriage Lamp Co, Ltd. 
Wood, Oamond & ¢ Ltd 

Rerwick upon Tweed Motor Car Co, Ltd 
Val Bleach Works, Ltd 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 6. 


Mernsey CHEMICAL Works, Ltp.—Creditors are require’, on or before May 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to |W. E. 
Mounsey ,3, Lord st, Liv: rpool, controller 


London Gazett TUESDAY, April. 19 
F. C, Bina & Co reli'ors are required on or before May 6 to send their names 
and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Fred. S. Salaman, 
Buckiers' ury, controller 


(?t FRIDAY, Apri! 13. 


FRACHTCONTOR GESELLSCHARPT M.B.H Coat EXportTers, LoNDON, NEWCASTLE UPON 
TYNE, AND CARDIFF Creditors are required, on or bef re May 1, to send their names 
an! wmidresses, an! the particulars of their debts or claims, to T. Wallace, 42, Mosley 
at, Newcastle on Tyne, controll r 

Kocn Beoruens reditors are require !, on or before April 30, to send full particulars 
of their de ts orclaims, by prepaid post, to Stephen Pagden Child, 86 and 37, Queen 
at controller, 

WILLIAM Pry ¢ LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send full 
particulars of their debts or claims, by prepaid post, to Desmond Forde, 65, London 
Wall, controller 


London Gaze'te.—FRipay, April 17. 


JOSEPH WINTERUMALTER reditors are required, on or before May 1, to send full 
particulars of their debts or claims, by pr paid post, to Henry Rees, Governmen bldgs, 
St Mary st, Swansea, controller 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
zett FRIDAY, April 13 

BICKNELL, Eptrh Worcester Park May 24 Stuttaford, St Helen's pl 

CHANDLB&R, GEORGE, South Stifford, Essex May io ¢ apron & Co, Grays, Essex 

Count, Joun Wyatt, Walmer Waylé Brown & Brown, Deal 

CURTIS, JOHN JoserH, Leicester, Auctioneer Jone Billson, Leicester 

CURTIS, MARY, Tunbridge Wells Muay Moni -r-Williams & Co, Great Tower st 

DADLEY, WILLIAM, New sq, Lincoln's inp, Solicitor May 21 Gamlio, Chancery In 

DIMMACK, JosErH, Birmingham May 30 Alfred Craddock, care of Homfray & 
Goodman, Hales Owen 

DOBSON, RICHARD, Darlington, Farmer May 9 Thomas & Malkin, Stockton on Tees 

EVANS, CAROLIN® ADELAIDE, Shalimar gins, Acton May 25 W A&G A Brown, Lin- 
coln’s Inn flelds 

EVANS, THOMAS GRAY, Berriew, Montgomery, Grocer May 31 Wocsnam, Newtown 

HEMPSTEAD, JAMES, West Mersea, Essex, Oyster Merchant May 31 Goody & Co, 
Colchester 

JACKMAN, GEORGE FREDERICK, Malvern May 15 Adams & Adams, Clement’s inn, 
Strand 

JEBB, ARTHUR, Bournemouth May 30 Jebb & Tunnard Boston, Lines 

JONES, PETER, Queen Margaret's grove, M'ldmay Park April 21 Neal, Arthur st 

KNIGHT, MICHARL WILLIAM, Durham rd, East Finchley May 31 Proudfoot & Chaplin, 
Verulam bidg’, Gray's inn : 

LANE, JAMES, Bishops Froome, Hereford, Farmer May 10 R&C B Mavefisld, Ledbury, 
Hereford 

LEWIS, ELIZABETH, Stafford May14 Great Rex & Co, Stafford 

LOWRIB, SUSAN, Berwick upon Tweed May 8 Smith, Berwick upon Tweed 

MADDISON, ELIZABETH. Weston, Huntingdon May 5 Thomas Chapman, c/o Maule 
& Sons, Huntingdon 

MIDDLETON, WILLIAM, Little Cressingham, Norfolk, Farmer May 25 WA&GA 
Bown, Lincola’s inn fields 





May 5, 1917 


MILLER, SUSANNAH, Cheltenham May9 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham 

MILLS, WILLIAM, Hove May 11 Martineau & Reid Raymond bldg, Gray's inn 
MORRIS, JAMES WILLIAM, Teddington Mav19 Munns & Loneden, Frederick’s pl 
MULLER, HARRIET, Newten mans, West Kensington May iz Tyrrell & Co, Albany 
E Court yd, Piccadilly 

NICHOLSON, ALICE, Taver June Stilwell & Harby Dover 

NUTTALL, WILLIAM EDWARD RosTEery, Audenshaw, Cotton Hank Dyer May 14 Hamer 

Ashton under Lyne 

POLLARD, CHARLES BLEMELL, Sydenham, Civil Servant Mav26 Girline, Furnival st 
ROBERTS, THOMAS, Carno, Montgomery, Farmer May 31 Woosnam, Newtown 
RUSSELL, HENRIETTA MARY, Folkestone May 11 Wichtwick & Gardner, Folkestone 
STONE, Hannrert, Derwent rd, Palmers Green May 29 Westlake, Oxford st 

STOTT, Betry, Broadley, Lancs Mav 24 Chadwick, Rochdale 

STRANGE, JOSEPH MILES, Cann, Dors*t, Farmer May 8 Burridge & Co, Shaftesbury 
T'vt ER, Jams, Aveley, Eesex May1% Capron & Co, Grays, Essex 

WATKINS, WILLIAM, Gateshead, General Dealer May 21 Lumsden, junr, Gateshead 
WINTER, Rev Canon Ernest, Elland, Yorks May 19 Storey & Co, Halifax 








London Gazette. —TUESDAY, April 17. 


ARMSTRONG, ROBERT, Mansfield, Farmer May 28 Allerson & Co, Sheffield 

BAILEY, Louisa, Lympstone, Devon June? Tover & Dell, Teignmouth 

BALON, ARTHUR, Manchester, Hosier Miv 8 Lawson & Co, Manchester 

BANHAM. DANIEL, Chelmsford, Butcher Mav 28 Freeman, Eldon st 

BARNES, Ropert, Whitchurch Canonicorum, Dorset, Farmer May 21 Nantes & Maun- 
sell, Bridport 

BEAUMONT, CHARLES RICHARD, Rochdale, Dentist May 19 Clough, Bury 

BELLI, CHARLES Scorr, Beulah hil!, Upper Norw od May 21 Slaughter & Colegrave, 
Arunde! st 

BLAND, ISABELLA JANE, Sunderland Mav 3! Ritson & Hope, Sunderland 

SONHAM, WILLIAM, Warwick May 31 O'Con or, Birmincham 

BriTTaNn, JULIA, Cambridge June8 Eaden & Co. Cambri ge 

BULLEN, KATE MILLICENT, Hartley Wintney, Hants May 2 Hopgood & Dowsons, 
Spring gdns 

BURTON, GEORGE, Torquay, Veterinary Surgeon May 11 Kitsons & Co», Torquay 

RuRLTON, HERBERT, Clerkenwe!! rd, Insurance Clerk May 21 Russell, Bexley Heath 

BUTLER, FDWARD, Manchester, Check-weighmon May 5 Bostock, Hyde 

CAULEY JAMrs, Jarrow Mayi5 Livingston, Jarrow on Tyne 

CHARLETON, CHARLES, Fastcheap, Cement Manufacturer May 28 Rogers & Co, Vic- 
toria st, Westminster 

CHIVERS, SAMUBL, Penarth,Glam May 25 Strong & Bolden, Gracechurch st 

CLARE, TH°MAS, Gobowen, Salop, Farmer May 30 Roberts-Jones, Oswestry, Salop 

CLARKE, ELtzaneTH. Dedham, Essex May 31 Goody & Co, Colchester 

EDWARDS, EMMA. Esher May18 Rurchell & Co, Victoria st, W+stminster 

EDWARDS. ELIZABETH MARIA, Ramsgate June 30 Langhams, Bartlett's bidgs, 
Holborn cir 

ForsYTH, RICHARD ALFRED, Newcastle upon Tyne May 12 Brumell & Sample, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

FRANKLAND, Ropert, Larkhall rise.Clapham Mav2l Mumford, Gravesend 

GRANT, Joun Guny, Ramsden rd, Balham May 12 Paisley & For ‘escue, Donington 
House, Norfolk st 

GRENFRFLL, Dame AMY, Warwick May 26 Clarke & Co, Gresham fiouse, Old Broad st 

HALL, HELEN, St German's place, Blickheath May 2! Thorney & Co, Hull 

HARRIS, JAMES, Walsall, Saddle Manufacturer June12 Evans & Son, Walsall 

HARRISON, WILLIAM DAVID, Walsall, Journalist Jnnell Evans & Son, Walsall 

HEDLEY, JANE, Wark, Northumberland May 31 Brown & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

HOLLAND, JOHN WILLIAM, Limehurst, nr Ashton under Lyne, Licensed Victualler and 
Wheelwright May 16 Whitworth. Ashton under Lyne 

HoOLsTEep, HARALD WILLOvGHBY, Georgetown, Demerara, British Guiana May 16 
Coburn & Co, St Hel -n's pl 

Hont, MARY, Bideford May 3! Goaman, Bideford 

KENNY, BASSALISSA HARRIET, Bickley, Kent May18 Southwell & Dennis, Wisbech 

KERR, FLEANOR JOHNSTON, Whitley Bay May 26 Brown & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

K vorr, MARIA, Woedstock, Oxford July 17 Leoni & Deards, Bedford row 

KUENEMANN, ALBERT ARTHUR EDWARD, Manehester, Calico Printers’ Salesman May 31 
Coover & Co, Manchester 

LAWson, ELLEN Joycr, Horeham rd, Sussex May 15 Swann, Heathfield 

MACLEAN, ALEXANDER, Mirgate May '7 Goddard & Co, Cl -ment’s inn 

Mipen, Lypra, St Annesonthe Sea May 15 Hodekinson, Bolt 

MARSHALL, Sir THomMAS Horatio, CB, Bangor May 13 Hatt-Cook & Cham’ ers 
Northwich 

McG Aw, ALEXANDER JOHN, Totteridze, Draper May 13 McIntyre, Birkbeck chmbrs 

METHIN, WILLIAM CHARLES, Southampton, Packing Case Maker May 16 Meade King 
& Co, Bristol 

MILLER, ALFRED, Bradpole. Dorset, Yeoman May 21 Nantes & Maunsell, Bridport 

MORTIMORE, HARKIETTE JENNINGS, Belgrave rd May 31 Armitage & Co, Great 
St Helens 

Mrpar. ALICE AMy, Webster gdns, Faling May 24 Mote & Son, Gray's inn sq 

NFWMAN, THOMAS, Clacton on Sea, Restaurateur May 14 Leaninz, Clacton on Sea 

SHEPHERD, ANNIF. Warwick June5 Campbell'& Co, W«rwick 

20AZMAN. JOHN, Gateshead, Printer May 24 Br own & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 

RAWLINSON, ALICR, Wiswell, Lancs: Mavi2 Ramsbottom, (li'heroe 

ROBINSON, WILLIAM HoweE, Stony Stratford, Bucks, Chemist May 15 Parrott & Son 
Stony Stratford 

Rosr, FREDERICK, Bueks, Tabourer May 15 Newton & Calcott, Leighton Bussard 

SAYER. HENRY, Sheffield May®28 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 

STANDRING, ELIZABETH, Salford Mayi11 Preston & Smith, Manchester 

STRYE‘S, HELEN ELIZABETH Southsea May 14 Woollcombes & Yonge, Plymouth 

THOMAS, Emiiy Lady, Brighton Mavil Fitz-Hueh & Co, Brighton 

TURNBULL, ELIZ4BETH, Gateshead May 27 Watson & Co, Newcastle unon Tyne 

WALE, THOMAS EDMUND, Bournemouth June 21 Turner. Bournemouth 

WARD, FANNY, Radipole rd, Fulham June 12 Pilley & Mitchell, Bed ‘ord row 

WArrs, THOMAS WILLIAM, Forest rd, Walthamstow May 10 Freeman, Lea Bridge rd, 
Leyton 

WILKINSON. JANE, Gateshead April 30 Ryott & Swan, Gateshead 

Wren. WILLIAM, Lane End, Bucks Junel Bliss & 8ons High Wycombe 

Youno, WILLIAM, Fenchurch st May 15 Cramp & Son, Leadenhal! st 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior Sales 

May 15 —Messrs. CoLtivs & CoLuins, at the Mart, at 2: Important Freehold Pro- 
perty (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 15.—Messrs. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Estate Rooms, 20, Hanover. 
square, W. 1: Important Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 15 —Mes«ra. Hampton & SONS, in conjunction with Messrs. Dixon & Co., at the 
Mart: Valuable Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 16.—Mesars. HUMBERT & FLINT in conjunction with Messrs. King & CHASEMORE 
at the Mart, at 2 (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Messrs. DANIEL SMITH. OAKLEY & GARRARD: Preliminary Notices of forthcoming 
Sal s (ses advertisement, back page), April 14, 














